O 0o NOuUpr W N -

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
3 N Lowell Road, Windham, NH 03087
(603) 432-3806 / www.WindhamNH.gov

¢

NEw HAMPSHIRE

L 4
*

ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
Approved Minutes
July 25, 2023 — 7:00 pm @ Community Development Department

Physical Location: 3 North Lowell Road (Community Development Department) Live
Broadcast: WCTYV Channel 20 — Local Cable TV
Live Stream: http://www.wctv21.com/

To access via Teams: Click here to join the meeting
Meeting ID: 210 221 889 388 Password: 2YGui7

Attendance:

Chairman Michelle Stith- present

Vice Chair Betty Dunn- present

Neelima Gogumalla, regular member- present
Mark Brockmeier, regular member- present
Pam Skinner, Secretary- present

Galen Stearns, alternate- present

Mike Scholz, alternate- excused

Staff:
Julie Suech- Planning Technician
Anitra Lincicum- minute taker

6:30 pm - Discussion with ZBA Alternate candidate

Mr. Mitchell Jacoby addressed the Board to discuss his credentials. Mr. Jacoby has been a WEDC
member since 2019 and has been living in Windham since 2018. Mr. Jacoby sees a natural correlation to
be a part of this organization. Mr. Jacoby has been part of commercial development and understands how
to read these plans and variances. Ms. Gogumalla asked what his take was on Conservation and
protecting our lands and waterways. Mr. Jacoby stated that if someone can make a good reason to change
them, he is open to listen but he would like to make sure the community is protected and safe. Ms.
Gogumalla stated that she likes that the applicant would like to know any application well enough that he
could argue both sides, Vice Chair Dunn asked if he was a voter in Windham; he is. Vice Chair Dunn
asked what the responsibilities of the ZBA are and he stated that the job is to assist the townspeople with
variances and be advocates for those types of things while protecting the ordinances of the town. Vice
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Chair Dunn asked how Mr. Jacoby saw it that the Board can help our co townspeople and make sure they
are not creating risks, Vice Chair Dunn asked about Mr. Jacoby’s knowledge about the lakes and ponds,
he has learned through these meetings. Mr. Jacoby has been to 5 meetings for ZBA. Vice Chair Dunn
asked about the WEDC, asking how he sees the relationship between the WEDC and the ZBA. Vice
Chair Dunn explained that Mr. Jacoby would likely see things presented to the WEDC then he would see
the information in front of the ZBA, the question was around how Mr. Jacoby might be objective about
the process. The Board and Mr. Jacoby discussed being objective in these situations.

Ms. Skinner asked if Mr. Jacoby had any clients in Windham, Mr. Jacoby does not at this time. Mr.
Brockmeier asked about commercial development, it is not up the Board to make the project work but it
IS up to the applicant to prove that the project make sense, Mr. Brockmeier asked about the alternate
position available on the Planning Board, Mr. Jacoby stated that he was not aware of it. Mr. Brockmeier
discussed the fact that ZBA tends to make decisions around the variances requests and they do not make
changes to those rules. After discussion, the Board suggested that Mr. Jacoby reach out to the Planning
Board as his skill set in his industry was better suited to the Planning Board. Mr. Jacoby was appreciative
of the understanding of the ZBA and the distinction between this Board and the Planning Board.

The public meeting began at 7 pm.

Case # 26-2023 Parcel 13-K-100
Applicant — Benchmark, LLC

Owner — Richard Farina

Location — 19 Doiron Road

Zoning District — Rural District

The applicant is requesting a variance from Section(s): 200 and 702/Appendix A-1 to allow the construction of a
936 sq ft single family dwelling with an attached 136 sq ft screened in porch. Relief is requested from the
definition of a “Building Lot” (Section 200) due to not having frontage on a Town approved road. Relief is also
requested from Section 702/Appendix A-1 to allow 10-foot side yard setbacks, where 30 feet is required; a 27-foot
front yard setback, where 50 feet is required; and 23% building coverage, where 20% is the maximum allowed.

Ms. Skinner read the case into the record. Mr. Joseph Maynard of Benchmark LLC addressed the Board. The list
of abutters was contained in the public packet and the Board waived the reading of the list of abutters. The
Conservation Commission had no comments at this time. The lot has 18.7% building coverage with a 20% limit.

The Board again made the request that an address be posted so Board members could see the lot prior to hearing
the case. The Board and Mr. Maynard discussed the abutters and who owned the adjoining lots. Mr. Maynard and
the Board discussed the height and footprint of the building and how the height might affect the value of the
surrounding properties. The Board discussed the orientation of the structure on the lot. Mr. Maynard stated that the
basement would likely be the garage. Mr. Maynard stated that this would be a paved driveway, 31.6% of the lot
would be impervious coverage and 9% of the lot would be the driveway according to Mr. Maynard. Mr. Maynard
discussed the screened porch and how that “cuts into” his permitted coverage and a deck would not cut into the
impervious coverage on the lot if that were not approved. Mr. Maynard stated that he would apply for the septic
should this approval go through. Mr. Maynard stated that he is not sure how many bathrooms will be on the

property.

The Board discussed the cutting of trees on the property. Mr. Maynard stated that it would be necessary to take
down most of the trees on the property. The Board discussed the run off on the lot in relation to the retaining wall
that is already on the property to accommodate the slope. 17 Dorian Road does have an abandoned foundation
according to Mr. Maynard, this lot has been taken for taxes and nothing is on the lot presently. There are no
ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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encumbrances on the lot presently. There is not a lot of ground water to be seen on the property. Mr. Brockmeier
stated that the other 2 lots are very similar to this lot; he sees this as a problem if the encumbrances are on the other
lot and he does not think people should be penalized. Mr. Maynard stated that it is often necessary to survey quite
a bit of the block to see where a house might fit on a street. Mr. Brockmeier stated that other lots in the area may
have the same requests moving forward; he asked if it might be possible to look at the lot. Ms. Gogumalla stated
that she thinks it might be necessary to look at the lot as well. Mr. Maynard stated that he would not be opposed to
drip line infiltration or other mitigation techniques. Mr. Maynard stated that an applicant does have a right to build
something on a lot of record as an applicant and a homeowner. Mr. Gogumalla does appreciate the mitigation.

The Board had a discussion about when small is too small. Sometimes, there are lots where a septic system and
well are not going to work and that is the trigger for when he feels like lots are getting to be too small, Mr.
Maynard discussed why a foundation drain is often put on one of his plans to help potential further development
on a lot. Mr. Brockmeier would like to have a site walk on the property. Both of the adjoining lots are 50 by 100.
All 3 lots are the exact same size.

Vice Chair Dunn stated that if they decide on 19 Doiron Road, they are not granting the other variances, they are
deciding one lot at a time The Board discussed that the decision of one lot does not make a determination on
another lot as presented to the Board.

Mr. Maynard stated that Doiron Road was taken over by the town in the 1990°s and he does not know of any
drainage issues in the area. The lot will be disturbed but a lot of it will be grass. Mr. Maynard stated that the
proposed screen room could remain a deck to keep the impervious surface under the required percentage coverage
on the lot.

Mr. Maynard reviewed the 5 variance criteria contained in the public packet.
The Chair invited public comment at this time.

Ms. Kim Armstrong, 21 Doiron Road, addressed the Board. Ms. Armstrong stated that the drainage stated that she
would need to repair the draining on her property as presented. Ms. Armstrong stated that the well and the septic
on the abutting property (not hers) will be in the well radius. Ms. Armstrong asked about fire code and if it would
meet fire code. Ms. Armstrong’s picture was submitted to the Chair and accepted as an exhibit. Ms. Armstrong
does not have a building or a septic on her property at this time. The picture given was labeled Exhibit A by the
Chair.

Mr. Paul Armstrong addressed the Board. Mr. Armstrong stated that he is concerned that this could diminish the
value of the property.

Mr. Maynard stated that the septic and the well of the neighbor was not detected by the field person he sent out. He
is happy to revisit this issue. Mr. Maynard can rework the grading on the lot. Mr. Maynard stated that that are
regulatory rules that deal with wells. There is a well release form, NFPA, 20 feet between structures; there are
zones in town that have less buffer between the lot lines but this is not one of them. The applicant is willing to
rebuild the stonewall and he is willing to install a fence, 4 feet in the front yard and 6 feet on the sides. That is not
an issue according to Mr. Maynard.

The Board and Mr. Maynard discussed the well release form from 1989. The property had a new well in 1989
filed at the Registry of Deeds which stated the non-conforming original well placement which waives the abutters
rights past the property line if the radius goes over the neighbor’s property.

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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The Release Form for Protective Well Radii, listed as Exhibit B by the Chair and submitted by Ms. Armstrong was
put into the record as well.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn to continue Case #26-2023 to a site walk on August 15", 2023 at 6
pm then the case to be continued to the scheduled ZBA meeting on August 29", 2023 at 7 pm. Seconded by
Mr. Brockmeier. VVote 5-0. Motion passes.

Case # 27-2023 Parcel 17-1-84
Applicant — Benchmark, LLC

Owner — Andrew Corman & Colleen Hartnett
Location — 7 Grove Street

Zoning District — Residential District A/ WPOD

The applicant is requesting a variance from Section(s): 406.2 and 702/Appendix A-1 to allow the construction of
an attached garage with space above and a screen porch to an existing year-round single-family dwelling on a pre-
existing non-conforming lot. Relief is requested from Section 406.2 to increase the volume and footprint of the
pre-existing non-conforming structure from 1,155 sf in area and 17,680 cf in volume to 2,400 sf in area and 36,210
cf in volume, which will result in further non-conformance with the ordinance. Relief is also requested from
Section 702/Appendix A-1 to allow 20-foot side yard setbacks, where 30 feet is required and a 16-foot lake-side
setback, where 50 feet is required. The lot is currently 15,750 square feet, where 50,000 is required and has 100
feet of frontage on a private road, where 175 feet along a public road is required.

Ms. Skinner read the case into the record. There was a letter from an abutter and a list of abutters contained in the
public packet. The Conservation Commission states they have no issue with this plan.

Mr. Joseph Maynard of Benchmark LLC addressed the Board. Mr. Maynard stated they are looking to install a
screened in porch on the lake side of the structure. DES allows this 12 feet from the house. Mr. Maynard stated
that there is a “jog” in the house. The applicant is also looking to add a garage and a room over that. This would be
a 330-foot reduction in impervious surface and the applicant is leaving the option open to make the driveway of
impervious material. The applicant is looking to do drip line infiltration as well. When looking at the setbacks,
since an overhang is associated with it too along with the bump outs on the side, they agreed to move things away
from the neighbor. The redevelopment of the property all accommodates the neighbor to the north and works with
the neighbor’s driveway. The picture submitted by the applicant was labeled as Exhibit A by the Chair. The
applicant might choose to use porous product on the driveway.

The Board reviewed the letter from Ms. Gina Ferrante, an abutter who asked several questions about the proposal.
The Board discussed the term EDA, Effluent Disposal Area.

Mr. Maynard explained why it was a side garage at the request of the abutter through a letter sent by the abutter.
The driveway area is porous in case they chose to keep it. The encumbrances will remain on the lot but the

horseshoe is going away so that more porous area might be gained by the applicant.

The addition is 38.5 feet from the back wall. The jog comes out of the equation of the total area which leaves the
depth of the house at 26.5 feet. The house does not have a lot of storage area and the house is 2 stories.

Mr. Maynard stated that he does not have a completed architectural plan, the roof on the garage will likely mimic
the look of the house. Mr. Maynard estimates the height will be about 21 feet and lower than the present house
according to Mr. Maynard, the grade would be flattened up against the garage, A second picture was submitted

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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from the lake side and labelled Exhibit B by the Chair. Vice Chair Dunn stated that the ordinance is more
restrictive than the state law.This was in refence to the screened porch.

Mr. Maynard reviewed the 5 criteria contained in the public packet.

Mr. Brockmeier asked about the porous product. Mr. Maynard stated that the applicant is leaving the option open
to do that at the end of the project. The purpose of that would be overflow parking.

The Chair invited public comment at this time. There was none.

The Board entered deliberative session without opposition. Mr. Brockmeier stated that he believes it is a well
reasoned plan considering the desire of the homeowners. Ms. Gogumalla asked what the room over the garage will
be used for; she is concerned about that. The use of the room may change with the owner but the current owner has
said they will using the room as an office. The Board discussed that the number of bedrooms will be based on the
septic. Ms. Gogumalla stated that in the neighbor’s letter, she indicated it would be a bedroom.

Ms. Suech stated that the building inspector will review the plans and the number of bedrooms will need to match
the appropriate septic system.

The Board does agree that the abutters questions were answered by Mr. Maynard.

Mr. Brockmeier would like to see the porous driveway as part of the project to alleviate traffic in the area. The
Board discussed the driveway on the property. Mr. Brockmeier is willing to grant the variance request as presented
without the driveway request. Chairperson Stith stated that it should be left as an option for the homeowner Vice
Chair Dunn stated that although the driveway was on this property, it is not accurate to say it was used by many
people in the community, it was used and can be used by the homeowner as needed. Chairperson Stith does not see
a need for the porous area if the driveway easement and road are available to the homeowner as presented. The
Board discussed the parking on the property.

Vice Chair Dunn asked if anyone on the Board had any analysis of the garage or the screened porch.

Vice Chair Dunn stated there are 2 basic variances before them. Mr. Brockmeier believes it meets criteria 1 and 2.
With #3, the variance would grant substantial justice conditioned on the porous driveway extension being
completed as a condition of the variance application; he agrees that the there is hardship and surrounding
properties will not be diminished.

Vice Chair Dunn stated that she does not like to see building on Cobbetts Pond but she looks to the criteria that has
been set before the Board by case . The application does meet criteria 1 and 2. Vice Chair Dunn spoke to variance
criteria 3 in regards to protection of the watershed which can protect the water shed with conditions. Regarding
criteria #4 and the value of surrounding properties will not be diminished, and #5, unnecessary hardship, this is a
unique lot and there are restrictions based on zoning ordinance and development.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn for Case #27-2023 to grant variance relief as requested from
Section(s): 406.2 and 702/Appendix A-1 to allow the construction of an attached garage with space above
and a screen porch to an existing year-round single-family dwelling on a pre-existing non-conforming lot.
Relief is requested from Section 406.2 to increase the volume and footprint of the pre-existing non-
conforming structure from 1,155 sf in area and 17,680 cf in volume to 2,400 sf in area and 36,210 cf in
volume, which will result in further non-conformance with the ordinance. Relief is also requested from
Section 702/Appendix A-1 to allow 20-foot side yard setbacks, where 30 feet is required and a 16-foot lake-
side setback, where 50 feet is required. The lot is currently 15,750 square feet, where 50,000 is required and
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has 100 feet of frontage on a private road, where 175 feet along a public road is required with the following
conditions: impervious driveway as an option, drip line infiltration on the addition and removal of the shed
on the property. Seconded by Ms. Skinner.

Vote 4-1.
Motion passes.
The Chair advised of the 30-day appeal period.

Mr. Brockmeier opposed and cited the substantial justice prong as the reason (#3).

Case # 28-2023 Parcel 16-R-183
Applicant — Benchmark, LLC

Owner — Phyllis & Larry Johansen

Location — 25 First Street

Zoning District — Residential District A/ WPOD

The applicant is requesting a variance from Section(s): 406.2 and 702/Appendix A-1 to allow the construction of
an addition and roof top deck to a pre-existing, non-conforming single-family dwelling, on a pre-existing non-
conforming lot. Relief is requested from Section 406.2 to increase the volume and footprint of the pre-existing
non-conforming structure from 690 sf in area and 5,520 cf in volume to 1,115 sf in area and 8,920 cf in volume,
which will result in further non-conformance with the ordinance. Relief is also requested from Section
702/Appendix A-1 to allow a 47-foot front yard setback, where 50 feet is required; a 1-foot side yard setback,
where 30 feet is required; and a 12-foot side yard setback, where 30 feet is required. The lot is currently 6,690
square feet, where 50,000 is required and has 40 feet of frontage on a private road, where 175 feet along a public
road is required.

Ms. Skinner read the case into the record. There was a letter from the Conservation Commission; they have no
issues with the plan as presented. The list of abutters is contained in the public packet.

Mr. Joseph Maynard from Benchmark LLC addressed the Board. The entire lot is in the WPOD and a portion is in
the shoreland protection zone. Mr. Maynard stated that part of the plan includes an improved septic. There are 2
means of access to the property, one of those access points is on First St. and the other is on the Second Street side
from someone else’s lot. Mr. Maynard stated that the applicant would like to enclose areas of the decks to make it
living space; the rooftop deck was defined for clarity for the Board. The steps and walls on the lake side of the lot
add up to a lot of impervious coverage according to Mr. Maynard. The building coverage would be about 16% of
the lot.

Mr. Maynard discussed the slope of the lot as well as the impervious coverage on the lot. The applicant owns the

lot adjacent to this lot. Vice Chair Dunn stated that she has a continued concern that First Street is congested and

that this lot is already burdened. Vice Chair Dunn further stated that Second Street is also congested and she does
not see how construction in the area would be possible. Vice Chair Dunn also wants to discuss water run-off and
she understands that the flow of water in the area will be discussed by the Planning Board.

Mr. Maynard stated that there is a binder coat on First Street and a second coat will go on the road. Mr. Maynard
stated that he does agree that Second Street does need some assistance as well. Mr. Maynard stated that drip line
trenching is part of his plan and it is a drainage measure that does not exist today. Mr. Maynard stated that he does
think the applicant is trying to make betterments to the property.

Mr. Maynard discussed the reduction in impervious coverage on the property. Mr. Maynard discussed the current
deck and new proposed living space over that existing deck. The Board and Mr. Maynard discussed how this

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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might impact the flow and rate of water in the area. Mr. Maynard discussed run off coefficients and how these
might impact surrounding properties. Ms. Gogumalla mentioned the concentration of homes in the area and how
the flow of water impacts the area. Mr. Maynard stated that the water flows into the marina, not the beach.

Vice Chair Dunn asked about a garage. The Board discussed that there will be no garage pre or post development.

Mr. Larry Johansen, the applicant, stated that if anything was damaged during construction, they would be happy
to repair anything on Second Street. The living room is only 7 by 20 feet wide, it is a very small house, they would
like to go downstairs and a little room below on the deck and allow them to save money and overlook the pond.
They are not adding a whole lot; they are just enclosing that small room and they never considered going up any
higher because they were considering the view of their neighbors as well. Mr. Johansen stated that they are trying
to make the property usable for them. Mr. Johansen stated they will be redoing the roof once the project is
complete.

Ms. Phyllis Johansen, the applicant, addressed the Board. Ms. Johansen stated that they own the adjoining lot as
well and they moved here because they enjoy the community in the area.

The Chair invited public comment at this time.

Mr. Daniel Gravelle 21 First Street addressed the Board and asked if they were going closer to the line on the
property, what kind of drainage is going in. Mr. Gravelle stated that the applicant is a great neighbor and very
helpful and he just wants to make sure the flow of water will not impact his lot significantly.

Mr. David McKay, 6 Second Street, addressed the Board. Mr. McKay stated that the applicant has been very
motivated to fix up the first house that they bought. There are 57 steps to get down to the beach. Mr. McKay has
never had water going down the driveway but recently, there are 1-foot gulleys going down the driveway and it is
already washed out. Mr. McKay stated that retaining walls have been installed by neighbors to help change the
flow of water. Mr. McKay’s only view of the pond is above their roof and they have said they are not increasing
the roofline and he would like to see that happen; he would like the roofline to not change.

Mr. Gravelle addressed the question of where the water is coming from. All the water that is coming over his
septic tanks and that makes him nervous.

Ms. Johansen stated that they are laying the pipes down and trying to get a French drain system being installed in
the area.

Mr. Maynard addressed the Board again. A lot of the water is not coming from the Johansen’s. A lot of the issues
are when they paved Third Street; that seems to be the issue. There is a concentrated effort to do some paving. Mr.
Maynard has no issues offering some advice but this is a community project in the area. Mr. Maynard stated that
he feels as if this is an off-site issue but the drain is a quick and easy solution to the drainage issue. Mr. Maynard
said that retaining walls should perhaps require some permitting on the town side but it does not impact the plan
being presented.

The Board spent time talking about the improvements on the lot and if these improvements had to go before the
Planning Board.

Ms. Johansen stated that the community group gets together and makes a plan around how best to repair the road
and how to divert water as to not impact the pond or property in the area. Mr. Maynard said that he has had
numerous discussions with other property owners in the area about improvements but it is not part of this project.

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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Mr. Maynard stated that parts of the road improvements might have to go before the Planning Board but that will
be on a case-by-case basis.

The Board discussed that a site walk will help them understand the plan better. Ms. Gogumalla asked if the
Conservation Commission really had no comments or concerns. Mr. Maynard stated that when he presents to that
Board, he discusses the project in relation to setbacks and wetlands and they had no issues.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn to continue Case #28-2023 to a site walk on August 15" at 6 pm
following the first site walk on Doiron Road and to continue the case to August 29" at 7 pm. Seconded by
Ms. Skinner. Vote 5-0. Motion passes.

Case # 29-2023 Parcels 13-B-40 & 13-B-50
Applicant — Benchmark, LLC

Owner — Helix Enterprise LLC

Location — 16-20 Rockingham Road

Zoning District — Commercial District A

The applicant is requesting a variance from Section(s): 605.1, 615.6.5, and 701.1 to allow the construction of 94
two-bedroom apartments within a mixed-use development in Commercial District A, where residential uses are not
permitted under Section 605.1. Also, from Section 615.6.5 to allow two driveways on the property, where only one
is permitted in the Rt. 28 Access Management Overlay District. Also, from Section 701.1 to allow the building
height to be approximately 60 feet tall, where the maximum allowed is 35 feet.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn to allow business to be conducted after 10 pm. Seconded by Ms.
Skinner. Vote 5-0. Motion passes.

Ms. Skinner read the case into the record.

Mr. Joseph Maynard of Benchmark LLC addressed the Board. Mr. Maynard stated that the project is across 2
properties, both owned by the same individual, Mr. Al Sfeir who is present this evening. Mr. Maynard stated that
the lots sit just south of the Route 111 intersection. Mr. Maynard stated that the variances were around, building
height, access, setback from Route 28 and the parking area.

Mr. Maynard stated that the only place in town that had apartments is further down Route 28 from this proposal
but in other districts in town, multi-units are and planned but apartments are not often part of those plans. Mr.
Maynard stated that there is a lack of affordable housing in the area and many industries suffer as a result of that
fact. Mr. Maynard stated that communal water allows for the potential for apartments. Also, Salem has room in
their municipal septic system for reserve capacity so there is the potential for septic loading on site to not be an
issue. It would cost approximately $1 million to get septic services to this area.

Mr. Maynard stated that there is not this as an allowed use in town so the Zoning Board of Adjustment is often his
first stop to see if this is an option. Mr. Maynard stated that he has been to TRC to get feedback about the proposal.
Mr. Maynard stated that the fire department told him that 60 feet would be the limit for the height of the building,
not 35 feet.

Mr. Maynard he estimated there would be approximately 19 school aged children in a project of this size. These
numbers are based on information Mr. Maynard acquired from Salem. These would be 2-bedroom units, 1200
square feet would be the approximate size. This would be a 3-story structure. The buildings themselves would
have some kind of amenity for the people that lived there. Mr. Maynard stated that they are hoping to keep the
restaurant in the bowling alley as the current use and hoping to keep part of the space as retail.

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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Mr. Maynard stated that Route 28 has always been a unique feature of Windham.
Mr. Maynard reviewed the 5 criteria contained in the public packet.

Mr. Dennis Rogers addressed the Board. Mr. Rogers asked if the apartments were going in the same building as
the bowling alley or a separate building. Mr. Maynard stated it was a separate building. Mr. Rogers asked about
the septic going down Route 28.

Mr. Wayne Morris addressed the Board, the presentation was being made to these 5 people, the Board members, to
potentially make this choice but Mr. Morris thinks this should be made to the whole town. Cluff Crossing in Salem
was a property Mr. Morris brought up. Perhaps the town would like this rezoned according to Mr. Morris, He
mentioned the Quint and the use of this on tall buildings and perhaps this is part of the reason the building height
restriction might be in question. The Board and Mr. Morris discussed this truck and 3 more years on a bond for the
vehicle. Mr. Morris would like this to go before the whole town, not just a 5-member board. Mr. Morris mentioned
other development in the area if water and sewer were incorporated into the area.

Mr. Brendan Drevitt, 36 Harris Road addressed the Board. Mr. Drevitt is not opposed to development; he is
opposed to 94 units. Mr. Drevitt discussed the number of abutters that were informed and the large area that was
being requested for development. Mr. Drevitt stated he was the only abutter that was noticed but other people on
Harris Road are part of the Rt 28 Overlay District and will be impacted by potential development in the district.
Mr. Drevitt also mentioned the amenities that might impact himself and his neighbors.

Vice Chair Dunn stated that the town is only required to notice actual abutters, not also those in the Overlay
District. Vice Chair Dunn said she would like to hear from the fire department and the schools, she would like to
know more of what the fire department said in regards to the building height.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn to continue Case #29-2023 to September 12, 2023. Seconded by
Ms. Skinner. Vote 5-0. Motion passes.

Case # 30-2023 Parcel 1-B-2000
Applicant — Caroline and Christopher Estrella
Owner — Caroline and Christopher Estrella
Location — 98 Castle Hill Road

Zoning District — Rural District

The applicant is requesting a variance to allow the construction of an attached three-car garage to be 30 ft from the
front property line, where 50 feet is required. The applicant will be removing a pre-existing, non-conforming
garage. The proposed garage would be more in conformance with the Windham Zoning Ordinance.

This case will not be heard this evening; it is continued to August 8™ due to a notice issue.

A motion was made by Vice Chair Dunn to adjourn at 11:00 pm. Seconded by Ms. Gogumalla. Vote 5-0.
Motion passes.

Respectfully submitted by Ms. Anitra Lincicum

ZBA Approved July 25, 2023
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